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Abstract

Objectives- To study Get with the guidelines heart failure Score (GWTG-HF) among patients
of acute decompensated heart failure, correlate it with outcome of survival or death till 4
week of illness, compare its performance with APACHE 2 score and to Compare its results
with NT PROBNP in predicting mortality amongst patient of south east Asian ethnicity.

Study design- prospective observational study at medical wards and ICUs in the Department
of Cardiology, SMS medical college.

Methods-. In this study 300 patients of acute decompensated heart failure, as per Framingham
criteria were analyzed and each patient underwent a complete clinical evaluation along with

calculation of GWTG HF and APACHE 2 score. All the patients had NT pro BNP test within
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48 hours of admission. Patient were then followed till 4 weeks of illness for outcome of
survival or death, whichever occurred earlier. GWTG HF score of the patient was then
compared with APACHE 2 score and it was correlated with the outcome of patients and NT
pro BNP levels.

Results- The GWTG-HF score could predict the outcome of survival and death in ADHF
patients of south east Asian ethnicity. When compared, APACHE 2 score performed better
than GWTG-HF score in predicting outcome. However, GWTG-HF score was easily
calculated at the bedside and was easy to use. GWTG-HF score correlated with NT- pro BNP
levels with rising score having higher NT pro BNP levels.

KEYWORDS- Get with the guidelines heart failure Score (GWTG-HF), ADHF (acute
decompensated heart failure), SBP (systolic blood pressure), BUN (blood urea nitrogen), HF
(heart failure), LVEF 9left ventricular ejection fraction)

INTRODUCTION- Heart failure (HF) is one of the most elusive syndromes in cardiology
12

with high morbidity and mortality. Due to aging population, the number of patients with HF
is predicted to increase globally ultimately leading to increased burden on healthcare
3

systems. In order to manage patients with HF properly, including frequency of outpatient
examination, optimizing doses of medications, and indications for cardiac resynchronization
therapy or ventricular assist device, risk classification is a high priority. Several individual
parameters like age, blood pressure, heart rate, renal function, plasma B-type natriuretic
peptide (BNP) level, inflammatory markers, cytokines, echocardiographic parameters,

respiratory function, anemia, and presence of sleep disordered breathing have been reported
45,6

for differentiating high risk cases from low risk.  Since each parameter represents only a
certain aspect of HF, a comprehensive risk evaluation model is the need of the hour. Many
risk stratification scores using various parameters have been reported for the prediction of all-
cause mortality, sudden cardiac death, and cardiovascular events in patients with HF.”'° One
such example, the AHEAD (atrial fibrillation, hemoglobin, elderly, abnormal renal
parameters, diabetes mellitus) score was established for long-term risk prediction in acute
HF." In 2010, Peterson et al established the GWTG-HF (Get With the Guidelines—Heart
Failure) risk score to predict in-hospital mortality based on a cohort of 39783 patients in 198
hospitals.'> Melissa Layle et. al. showed that GWTG-HF risk score, along with other
previously validated HF risk scores containing similar variables, had good discrimination for

in hospital and 1-year mortality in a CICU cohort of 9532 patients.13Satoshi Suzuki et.al.
demonstrated among Japanese population(n=1452) that the plasma B-type natriuretic peptide
level significantly increased with increasing GWTG - HF risk score, also event rates of all-
cause death and cardiovascular events, including worsening HF and cardiac death,
significantly increased with increasing GWTG - HF risk score severity in all subjects.'® There
is sparse data available regarding the utility of this GWTG HF score in south east Asian
population'>'°. In the present study we calculated GWTG HF score among ADHF patients
admitted in our tertiary care center and correlated the scores with outcome of survival or
death till 4 weeks of illness.

MATERIALS AND METHOD- The study was approved by Institutional Ethical Committee
and a written informed consent was obtained from all patients prior to their inclusion. 300
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patients of acute decompensated heart failure, admitted in various wards of SMS medical
college between May’21 to dec’22 was enrolled within 48 hours of admission. Patients were
subjected to complete history and clinical examination. Blood investigations included all
routine blood biochemistry including NT pro -BNP. GWTG-HF and APACHE2 score was
calculated for each patient on enrollment. The patients were followed through a period of
4weeks. Based on the data obtained, patients were classified in to survivors and non survivors
as the primary outcome. GWTG-HF score was correlated with the outcome of the patients as
well their NT pro BNP levels. The GWTG-HF score was compared with APACHE 2 score to
predict primary outcome.

EXCLUSION CRIETERIA- patients who were not willing to participate in study, admitted
for >48 hours in the critical care, Patient with sepsis, adrenal insufficiency, burns, and
uncertain diagnosis were excluded from the study.

STATISTICAL ANALYSIS- The data was analysed using SPSS/22.0 software. The
description of quantitative variables was performed using the mean, standard deviation (SD),
median and quartiles. The correlation between variables was performed using the Pearson
correlation coefficient, independent t test, bi serial analysis, and linear correlation graphs. A p
value of <0.05 was considered significant.

RESULTS- The study involved 300 patients of acute decompensated heart failure of which
158(52.66%) were males and 142 (47.34%) were females (TABLE 1). The mean age of the
patients in the study was 57.12+16.25 years with a range of 15-88 years. 128(42.66%)
patients in the study population had LVEF of 40% or more while 172( 57.33%) had LVEF of
less than 40%. The 4 week in-hospital mortality rate among ADHF patients was 17.33% as
52 patients died during their illness. The mean GWTG-HF score among males was higher
(57.46£10.37) as compared to females (53.67+11.3). The mortality rate was 22 (15.49%) in
females and 30 (18.98%) in males suggesting males had a higher death rate as compared to
females. Mean NT pro BNP levels were higher in males (4113.09+4267.78 pg/ml) than
females (3834.584+4571.93 pg/ml). However, for the same GWTG-HF score females had
higher NT-pro-BNP levels. APACHE 2 score were calculated in the study patients and
compared to the GWTG-HF score. The GWTG-HF score correlated with outcome of patients
and the death rates increased as the GWTG-HF score increased (Pearson correlation
coefficient R= 0.34, p<0.00001). the GWTG-HF score performed well irrespective of the
LVEF of the patient (p<0.0001). As expected, APACHE 2 score with a greater number of
variables could predict the outcome better than GWTG-HF score (Pearson correlation
coefficient R= 0.29 p<0.00001) Based on their GWTG-HF score, patients were organised
into 7 groups with scores ranging from 0-33 (n=10), 34-50(n=84), 51-57(n=56), 58-61(n=61),
62-65(n=43), 66-70(n=28), >70(n=18). As the GWTG-HF score increased number of patients
needing at least one ionotropic drug increased (TABLE 2). The mortality rates also increased
with progressive increase in GWTG-HF score, it was 0 (0%),7 (8.33%), 6 (10.71%),
11(18.03%), 9(20.93%), 9(32.14%), 10(55.55%) amongst the seven groups respectively
(Graph 1). The mean NT pro BNP levels among the seven groups were 833.89+140.26 pg/ml,
1578.01 £609.1 pg/ml, 2513.514+824.12 pg/ml, 3487.31 +1331.76 pg/ml, 4614.95+1776.60
pg/ml, 6423.07£2772.96 pg/ml, 17873. 06+ 7352.97 pg/ml respectively implying that NT pro
BNP levels increased with increasing GWTG-HF Score. The average GWTG-HF and NT pro
BNP levels among Non survivors (63.98+10.17 and 9375.38+7155.53 pg/ml) was much
higher as compared to survivors (53.924+10.33 and 2774.75+ 2172.22 pg/ml).
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The patient characteristics and study data are represented in the following tables.
Table 1: Baseline characteristics of patient

STUDY VARIABLE MEAN/FREQUENCY/RANGE
Age 57.12£16.25 years (15-88 years)
Sex

Male 158(52.66)

Female 142(47.34%)

Total 300

MEAN

GWTG-HF SCORE 55.67£10.97

MEAN

NT-PRO BNP in pg/ml

3981.26+4408.75

4 week MORTALITY RATE (n=52) 17.33%

MEAN

NT-PRO BNP

1.SURVIVORS 2774.75+ 2172.22 pg/ml

2.NON SURVIVORS

9375.38+7155.53 pg/ml

MEAN
GWTG- HF SCORE

1.SURVIVORS 53.92+10.33
2.NON SURVIVORS 63.98+10.17
OUTCOME AT 4 WEEKS

Survivors 248(82.67%)
Non survivors 52(17.33%)
MORTALITY

MALE 30(18.98%)
FEMALE 22(15.49%)
MEAN

GWTG-HF SCORE

MALE 57.46+10.37
FEMALE 53.76+11.30
MEAN

NT PRO BNP in pg/ml

MALE 4113.09+4267.78
FEMALE 3834.584+4571.93

Table 2: Table showing the various parameters against specified range of GWTG-HF score

amongst the study population.

GWTG | 0- 34- 51- 58- 62- 66- >70 | OVERA
HF |33 50 57 61 65 70 LL
SCOR POPUL
E ATION
RANG

E

NUMB 18(6%) | 300
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ER OF | 10(3.3 | 84(28% | 56(18.6 | 61(20.3 | 43(14.3 | 28(9.33

PATIE | 3%) ) 7%) 4%) 3%) %)

NTS

MEAN 49.25+ | 53.92+ | 65.44+1 | 59.55+ | 62.89+£5 | 73.94+6. | 57.12+1

AGE 31.6£9 | 18.73 13.86 3.27 8.24 73 95 6.25
.55

AVER | 124.1+ | 108.41 |94.19+ |97.77+4 | 81.69+ | 77.14+2 | 71.88+2 | 95.18+3

AGE 20.34 | £29.88 | 19.52 2.87 24.35 8.17 2.23 2.41

SBP in

mm of

Hg

HEAR |97.7+1 | 111.13 |117.78 | 11934+ | 118.11 | 118.5+1 | 125.77+ | 116.16+

T 6.38 +14.53 | £13.79 | 21.26 +12.62 | 2.05 14.99 16.38

RATE

BUN 20.13+ | 2539+ | 49.07+ | 80.85+£5 | 72.36= | 81.59+2 | 124.05+ | 58.81+4

(mg/dl) | 3.21 11.69 29.54 2.63 24.59 2.58 24.65 1.61

SODI | 1352+ | 133.77 | 133.66 | 133.39+ | 129.72 | 128.6+7 | 125.77+ | 132.18+

UM 3.67 +4.91 +9.36 8.42 +5.76 .55 8.38 7.57

NT- 833.89 | 1578.01 | 2513.54 | 3487.31 | 4614.95 | 6423.07 | 17873.06 | 3981.26

PROB | £140.2 | £609.4 | £824.1 | =£1331.7 | £1776. | £2772.9 | £7352.9 | +4408.7

NP 6 1 2 6 6 6 7 5

(

pg/ml)

GWTG | 31.5+1 | 44.04+ | 54.3+1. | 59.47+1 | 63.34+ | 66.98+0 | 78.77+4. | 55.67+1

-HF 27 4.13 87 13 0.99 .99 42 0.97

score

NUMB | 0 29 31(50.8 13(72.22 | 142(47.

ER OF (34.52 13(23.2 | 1%) 33(76.7 | 23(82.1 | %) 33%)

PATIE %) 1%) 4%) 4%)

NTS

WITH

H/O

COPD

H/O 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

BLAC

K

RACE

LVEF

(numb

er of |6 44 31 25 13 7 2 128(42.

patient | 4 40 25 36 30 21 16 66%)

s) 172(57.

>40% 33%)
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<40%
IONO |0 31(72.0 15(83.33 | 146(4S.
TROPI 21(25% | 28(50% | 29(47.5 | 9%) 22(78.5 | %) 66%)
C ) ) 4%) 7%)
USAG

MORT | 0 11(18.0 | 9(20.93 | 9(32.14 | 10 52(17.3
ALITY 7833 | 6(10.71 |3%) %) %) (55.56%) | 3%)
RATE %) %)

DISCUSSION- Heart failure is one of the most elusive syndromes in cardiology. Various
parameters have been described for risk stratification in HF patients, but a single parameter
alone is insufficient to explain the prognosis in heart failure population. Currently most
patients with heart failure are elderly with many comorbidities and hence the need for a risk
prediction model increase. GWTG-HF score is risk prediction score launched by AHA to
prognosticate patient admitted with heart failure. GWTG-HF score is a novel risk
stratification model which uses 7 variables and can be used at the bedside. The variables are
Presence of Black race (points 0 or 3 point), COPD (0 or 2 point), age between 19 to 110
years (0—28 point), SBP 50 to 200 (0-28 point), BUN 9 to 150 (0-28 point), heart rate 79 to
105 (0-8 point), and serum sodium 130 to 139 (0—4 points) There are few studies amongst
south east Asian population with regards to the GWTG-HF score. In this study the GWTG-
HF score was studied among Indian population whose characteristics are different from the
original GWTG-HF score cohort and its validity were established. The mortality rates at 4
weeks after admission in hospital were comparable and the GWTG-HF score could predict
the prognosis among patients of both HFpEF and HFrEF. Heart failure mortality rates
depends on intensity of observation and treatment and hence with increasing GWTG-HF
score a increased level of vigilance and more intense treatment may be helpful. Amongst
patient admitted with heart failure, GWTG risk score is appropriate and easy to calculate
when compared with other risk prediction models. The seven variables in GWTG-HF score
are routinely collected at the time of admission. After calculating GWTG-HF score, the
patients can be divided in 7 groups, according to the GWTG score (0-79).

In our study, a total of 300 patient of heart failure were studied and the number of male and
females in the study was comparable. Males had higher mean GWTG-HF scores and higher
mortality rates, despite the fact that males had worse parameters, for the same GWTG-HF
and APACHE 2 score females had higher NT-pro-BNP levels suggesting that females are
somewhat protected by higher NT pro BNP levels, although other factors may also
contribute. When compared, APACHE 2 score could predict the outcome better than GWTG-
HF score. This is expected at it incorporates a greater number of variables which predict the
outcome. However, it is cumbersome to calculate. The mean GWTG- HF score amongst the
non survivors were much higher when compared with survivors. When patients were grouped
according to their GWTG-HF score, most of the patients come under group 2 (28% N = 84)
with GWTG score of 34 to 50 (Table 2). Mortality rates increased as the GWTG-HF score
increase with scores more than 70 reaching more than 50% mortality rates. (Graph 1). the
GWTG-HF score was able to predict ionotropic use among patients of heart failure with the
last 3 groups having more than 50% patients who would eventually be given at-least one
ionotrope during their course of hospitalization. When GWTG-HF score was correlated with
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NT- pro BNP levels there was a positive correlation with increasing GWTG-HF score having
higher NT pro BNP values.

90+
80+
701
601

50+
40

O MORATLITY
M IONOTROPES USAGE

301
201
107

0-33 34-50 51-57 58-61 62-65 66-70 >70

Graph 1- the mortality rates and use of at least 1 ionotrope in percentage (y axis) is plotted
against the respective GWTG-HF score (x axis) group showing that both ionotropic use and
mortality increased as GWTG-HF score increased.

Among the many available heart failure risk prediction models like ADHERE, AHF INDEX,
OPTIMIZE -HF SCORE every score has its own limitations. Since GWTG-HF score
incorporates 7 commonly used variables which are available at the bedside it has many
advantages including its wide applicability and its ability to predict mortality rates in both
HFrEF and HFpEF syndromes. The GWTG-HF score predicts hospital mortality rates
accurately and is a powerful tool for the treating physician. Identification of higher-risk
patients sooner during their hospital course can facilitate early initiation of second-line
interventions such as pulmonary artery monitoring catheters, advanced mechanical support,
and even palliative care consultation. Thus, calculation of GWTG- HF score should be
calculated in heart failure patients for risk quantification, triage and promotion of more
invasive evidence-based therapies in subsets with high risk. There are several limitations with
this study, particularly the limited sample size of only 300 and lack of racial diversity which
could affect the applicability of results when applied to a broader population.

Conclusion- In resource limited settings like those in the ASAIN countries the usage of a risk
prediction score can help the physicians for accurate referral and timely intervention amongst
the sickest patients of heart failure. The GWTG-HF score is based on 7 readily available
parameters at the bedside and can be used to further classify the patient in a particular group
and aid in clinical decision making. The better and more standardized risk assessment in the
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heart failure population will allow for facilitation of second-line interventions and earlier
involvement of palliative care if needed. However, further studies which incorporates larger
number of patients is the need of the hour.

Conlflict of interests- The authors declares that they have no conflict of interests.
REFRENCES

1. Ambrosy AP, Fonarow GC, Butler J, Chioncel O, et.al. The global health and economic
burden of hospitalizations for heart failure: lessons learned from hospitalized heart failure
registries. J Am Coll Cardiol. 2014; 63:1123-1133.

2. Yancy CW, Jessup M, Bozkurt B, Butler J et.al. American College of Cardiology
Foundation; American Heart Association Task Force on Practice Guidelines. 2013
ACCF/AHA guideline for the management of heart failure: a report of the American College
of Cardiology Foundation/American Heart Association Task Force on Practice Guidelines. J
Am Coll Cardiol. 2013;62: e147—239.

3. Okura Y, Ramadan MM, Ohno Y, Mitsuma W, Tanaka K, Ito M, Suzuki K, Tanabe N,
Kodama M, Aizawa Y Impending epidemic: future projection of heart failure in Japan to the
year 2055. Circ J. 2008; 72:489-491.

4.Giamouzis G, Kalogeropoulos A, Georgiopoulou V, Laskar S, Smith AL, Dunbar S,
Triposkiadis F, Butler J. Hospitalization epidemic in patients with heart failure: risk factors,
risk prediction, knowledge gaps, and future directions. J Card Fail. 2011; 17:54-75.

Pocock SJ, Wang D, Pfeffer MA, Yusuf S, McMurray JJ et.al. Predictors of mortality and
morbidity in patients with chronic heart failure. Eur Heart J. 2006; 27:65-75.

6. Siirila-Waris K, Lassus J, Melin J, Peuhkurinen K, Nieminen MS, Harjola VP; FINN-
AKVA Study Group. Characteristics, outcomes, and predictors of 1-year mortality in patients
hospitalized for acute heart failure. Eur Heart J. 2006; 27:3011-3017.

7.Aaronson KD, Schwartz JS, Chen TM, Wong KL, Goin JE, Mancini DM. Development,
and prospective validation of a clinical index to predict survival in ambulatory patients
referred for cardiac transplant evaluation. Circulation. 1997; 95:2660-2667.

8. Zugck C, Kr€uger C, Kell R, K€orber S, Schellberg D, K€ubler W, Haass M. Risk
stratification in middle-aged patients with congestive heart failure: prospective comparison of
the Heart Failure Survival Score (HFSS) and a simplified twovariable model. Eur J Heart
Fail. 2001; 3:577-585.

9. Lee DS, Austin PC, Rouleau JL, Liu PP, Naimark D, Tu JV. Predicting mortality among
patients hospitalized for heart failure: derivation and validation of a clinical model. JAMA.
2003; 290:2581-2587.

10.Levy WC, Mozaffarian D, Linker DT, Sutradhar SC, Anker SD, Cropp AB, Anand I,
Maggioni A, Burton P, Sullivan MD, Pitt B, Poole-Wilson PA, Mann DL, Packer M. The
Seattle Heart Failure Model: prediction of survival in heart failure. Circulation. 2006;
113:1424-1433

11. Spinar J, Jarkovsky J, Spinarova L, Mebazaa A, et.al. AHEAD score—long-term risk
classification in acute heart failure. Int J Cardiol. 2016; 202:21-26

12. Peterson PN, Rumsfeld JS, Liang L, Albert NM et.al. American Heart Association Get
with the Guidelines—Heart Failure Program. A validated risk score for in-hospital mortality in
patients with heart failure from the American Heart Association Get with the Guidelines
program. Circ Cardiovasc Qual Outcomes. 2010; 3:25-32.


https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.05.16.23290079

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.05.16.23290079; this version posted May 23, 2023. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission.

13. Lyle M, Wan SH, Murphree D, Bennett C et.al. Predictive Value of the Get with The
Guidelines Heart Failure Risk Score in Unselected Cardiac Intensive Care Unit Patients. J
Am Heart Assoc. 2020 Feb 4;9(3): e012439.

14. Suzuki S, Yoshihisa A, Sato Y, Kanno Y et.al. Clinical Significance of Get with the
Guidelines-Heart Failure Risk Score in Patients with Chronic Heart Failure After
Hospitalization. ] Am Heart Assoc. 2018 Sep 4;7(17): e008316

15. Bodicherla, vijay & Chakravarthy, Kalyan & Yellapragada, Hemalatha. (2021).
Applicability of GWTG Score to Heart Failure Patients in south India. Indian Journal of
Cardiovascular Disease in Women - WINCARS. 06. 10.1055/s-0041-1723918.

16. Suresh Yerra, Pragathi G Predictive Value of the GWTG Score to Heart Failure in South
Indian Patients Admitted in ICU: Indian Journal of Cardiovascular Disease in Women -
WINCARS 2021; 06(01): 008 - 014


https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.05.16.23290079

